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( hi<hO*A qq 04* TTsif-r&ncM) 
^ 3 2004 


TRt$TT 

5*# 3 i.s tUm 3 w % srpmff -qr ^prrq tr menO # ^fr # Trszrrarfa 

# ^3M ^TRf I 

# 15/17/2004-##!*#.- v}R% 1995 3 3#Ppm, 

1975 3fk #rt^o^ (qifer. cR^aff #t w^H *r cptr tjtt me-rM l 
W** 3TT^oH W cRJoft cT^TT «rfcT My°T) Pi4H l c|cfl, 1995 (fifrft X ^M^ Id 
I^rttcr^ wt ^rh t) ^ rtr 4 

(fo# ^Ciqn^ia w w TOT $ iJeT £ 3mr cRi # ppjiR t d 1.5 #^R ^ 

^ <j!W5i* (frr£ W^MSWId 3TKrRff iR 

RwidBfr Tf^rM ^OCP cPIR RP* c# cfRcf f? 12 3PRd, 2002 

^ 3^t^PTT m 43/1/2001-#^?# cfr gRT 3PPt 3tfcPT Rfa 
^ I 


^ 12 f%cFR, 2002 ^ 3Tf^piT #o 95/2002 cf> 3T^TN 

^4? 'RTcT W ftf?cjd WlM ePTRIT W 3jf y | 

2. RI#STT # fcR 3T5#H 

$> d6c1 PiR^i 5rrf£p5I^t j^RT f^RR TO^Rl# ePIl^ cfft GRRcT 
W-Mq ^R ^T%TT f^RTT RHT 3Pff§RT t 3tk % ^TRT ^rRT cfr 3TRTR ^R 
^ ^ wm ^r ^FFg^ # ufM t f% WbK ^ TOR ^ 

^ Mf ^Srf^RtW cpt fcRT ^ CR 3frf%R? t | 
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RlIE sfR RRtRe? qERR MS (^ft3TT^3 T I TR Eq R - Rr# 

\ j Ei<oy^iicr ari^ch ebt bet t- ^ arR R eR 3 eReRb eRR^Rre $ eetb ter* 

BeT R 3?BIcfr BT eRTTq ER qTBER£jt Rt TEftaTT fR? B|R BT 3TJTR RBT tl 

TFftarr iR Re? tttt 3EjtR ee ^<i4k otRb (|Rt) gm ijof bbsJe Rbt bet tl 

TfBBtTBTREETI, RtR ’JcT RTB "4 BIB fcBT BT, E ^Tf 3BBR qx TPft^IT 
wt BE 3HJ&J RBT t 1% ^RRe TB R feR BE STRTcfi R RRR[ t BEft 
oM t I 3 pR 3F^)B R TERr t 3iRqB ^ IjRcfiii RbREtT qR Tft 3Bf IR> 
q^ETf, 3ETR ^TTlf ^JBE 3tk TTB^ BTET B^t RRElf RRR R B*R t XJEET BTJE 
^ t i TiRan beR eft btb ee ^ bRRcm mm beRR bthb Rt fiRR | i 
3Tr^qB 3RT BE BFBT fcfBI BE t fR RR[ bRb R[ arREETB^ 3BBRT Rt RfflT 
bRt bttbbbt R betb a# q#R t I 


3. BIB ETTiBTB 


q^Rt^E qRRRcrR EE E'cpci R. "gq i ^ Rfr R gr beeR brt bRet t 
E^Rt b tR R bR R biRe ert qrgB wreeb etr R RRt ^ RRsb 

ETIReE^ EE EE BTBBT t f$ EE^EE RBBFEoft R RBB 23R TEE qRcf R e T ^ o E? 
RRt bRRbh Rt BTTT 9 Rs) R ETEEIEt $ BJTTTT, bRbRb qfRRRBT $ 
eY'RK rc^EE BRTJBBT $ 3EJER eTETR ER ETEBTfR qjcB R EBIeRt TlRaB 
ERET bRb t I 

12 3TETE, 2002 E?t 3#qjEB TfO. 43/1/2001-^5^ ERT EfRt 3 |Rr 

rie qRRFrf eR Eqftan erR ee RrRt RR $ etete, Rrffe qTRTBRt eeeert 

RtEETJRR EE TnRaE ERE cR fW ER^ f f% EET EE^ $ TJeT cR 3TEET 
ERT TT RteRRe TTE^E ETcT cR 3TBTcfi EE RREE cFTBT EfRT 3TTEEEE> t I 

4. feTRTdRT EEEE 


^ ^ ^ fcTERRftE EETTE 1.5 RRlEE R EB EE qfMcTB EPEfEE ET #T 
E^ETE TT^tarr ^ felR fc[ERT#q ^EETTE RfMRcE EE^ET t I 1.5 RRfET R EB 
EE ElMeEE BT^EE #m^ccE ^Rb 3]RiReE, $ 3TBB 55 ^ RH BO. 5501.30 
3fR 5503.30 EET 3nf ^ Tft RE EE EflcfRuj ^ RcRRf; 3EET t I EElRt E^ 
E^flERE EBef Ec^ETBE> ^ 3fR eRrIE RTE EbY EE if[ ETE ETBEE^t 
E^i t I 


5. qfslBT 

© ^ ET^tan Rtee 23 $ eteetet ttr em^ee ReetetR $ trie qiEERfr $ 

3|eRt oEER I IRT TRflan ^ IB E5E E^ ERE eRY fa EET ETEE $\ ER^ 

$ Rr EE ETRrRRT rRT TETET tRE ^SJET EET eR BEEE ER^ ( EtR 
EE-EE EBY B2?ET EtEt fMM A afR $ ERt 3T2TET ETTE^ EETTfR ?R Rt 

TTETEET t I 
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(ii) ^ftelT 4 12 3PTM, 2002 STRrJMT 7T0 43/1/2001-##^ # 

TPft WcJ^Tcf t [ 

(iii) c|JhM 7*4^37 $ WQ eft 3#4 1 3T$R, 2003 4 31 dl4, 2004 

cfcfj t i ?ranf4, $# 4 4 ^RRcki 4Rr ijfa# cm! xft 4r 

7nf4cT t I 

(iv) uTm 4 wRfef ^t fecft 4 i 

6. '4£«HI VR^el 4>>Ht 

^ R^Wr, ’KTM 4 ^cTIcfRT 4 #4? ^cft WFTT, “HRcf 
4 44RlcT TP# ^ 3di|ldcft ^4 Kdlddl# cfSTT ^fPT eft RfgfRd 5PTK 4 3^ 
RrafRcT 4 4 m TJMT cfrft 3#7 3MT RmRt % PlHfcHfed # 3JcfM 
c?RT4 tjsM ^T 4 fcRU WI ^ t : - 

?Je<J3 TTcf 43^ 3Jo«l> 
cIlRlv^ f^TPT, 
vjijRt Here, 

^4 fccxft- 110011 
4uFfT4o. 91-11-23014418 

#4 3T^r Rdeic^ kst 4t 4t4 RfafRd Tm-#fn 4 4 Rr RrafRd m 4 xjej- 
f44% ^t 4 urixr 4 4 m 3tk 4 sTjfter kmtt cjr w 41 

7. 7TM-#RT 

TTftsTT 4 44f4?f #4 7JMT #7 'dddl^ 4 fcR 4tf 3R[4£T felRM 
4 4wr *44^ cnf4> m ^r TrftsTT sfRrjmt 4 emm 4t dRter 4 '^rr^Rr 
f44 4 44re wktRim4 4 krt Kfd tt 4 1.44 Rmf% w-#n 4 

44r 4t4 7JMT dft f4cRft 3T2TKT KM TpTKT 3T^..4ft 4 4 Rlf3*d KTRMT4 
dK^M RpMt 4 3P£KTK 3444# 4 wg dsft 4 3MR W 3 Ft 4 #f LjRuiH 

^4 c}5K MkFT 4 I 

8. W&t 4 M?e{ tfTT Rtffem 

Rm 6(7) # 3^R, fedTcg; 3RT f4^ K# ^RT KT^d ^T#t # 
3PlW4ld 3RT dT# TTTdiRt M^l^cT cfd RRtOT TTcMT 4 ! 
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^ (%Tl^ Tar 3TFTCW ^ 4pn 'cftYftT t 3TSRTT \3frRT 

TRTTfftftl cf> '$m TJYRT TTR T^i WZtft % CWJT ‘4 3Tpq%P WU 

^TcToT f ftl, tflfferfr 3FFt TO OTcT^I TO! cfr TITTR TY OFT tRot ^ cO 
Wet t 3ifa <£#r wp c^t zrsfrf^cT pr orri # i 

srF'H^fr^ oyA trfe tnftrenfr 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL, OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

INITIATION NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 3rd September, 2004 

(Mid-term Review) 

Subject: Initiation of Mid Term Review of Anti-dumping duty imposed on imports of Acrylic Fibre below 1.5 Denier 
from Italy. 

No. is/17/2004-DGAD.— Whereas having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of 
Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 
(herein after referred to as the Rules), vide Notification No.43/1/2001-DGAD dated 12 th 
August, 2002, the Designated Authority (herein after referred to as the Authority) notified 
its final findings recommending definitive anti dumping duty on import of Acrylic Fibre 
below 1.5 denier (hereafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported from 
Italy (hereinafter referred to as subject country). 

AND WHEREAS definitive anti dumping duty was imposed on the subject goods vide 
Customs Notification No.95/2002 -Customs dated 12 th September, 2002. 

2. Request for Review : 

WIIEE£AS the Rules require the Authority to review from time to time, the need 
for continued imposition of Anti Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied on the basis of 
information received by that there is no justification for continued imposition of such 

duty, the authority may recommend to the Central Government for its withdrawal. 

t » 

i ' 

International Rayon and Synthetic Fibres Committee (CIRFS)- hereinafter 
referred to as applicant has made a request for review of anti dumping duty imposed on 
imports of subject goods due to changed circumstances with regard to injury 7 . The 
request for the review has been fully supported by the European Commission (EC). 

CIRFS, who had participated in the original investigation, has requested for the 
review on the grounds that there is absence of price undercutting by imports from 
European Union, In support of their request, the applicant has furnished information 
regarding OF price of European exporters, its landed value and Asian prices of subject 
goods. An additional ground seeking the review is the situation of the Indian industry. It 
has been claimed by the applicant that the domestic industry suffers from serious 
inefficiency rather than injurious imports. 
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3. Initiation: 

Having regard to the positive information furnished by the applicant regarding the 
absence of price undercutting by imports from EU countries indicating changed 

circumstances, the Designated Authority considers that a Mid-term Review of anti 
dumping duty imposed as per the aforesaid notification is appropriate in view of the 
changed circumstances in terms of provisions of Section 9A (5) of the Customs Tariff 
Act read with Rule 23 of the above Rules. 

Having decided to review the final findings issued vide Notification 
No.43/1/2001-DGAD dated 12 th August, 2002, the Authority hereby initiates the 
investigation in terms of the Rules to review whether continued imposition of the duty on 
imports of subject goods originating in or exported from subject country is necessary. 


4. Product under consideration : 

The product under consideration in the original investigation was acrylic fibre 
below 1.5 denier and for the present review also the product under consideration is 
acrylic fibre below 1.5 denier. The product is covered under Heading No.5501.30 and 
5503.30 of Chapter 55 of the First Schedule of.the Customs Tariff Act and ITC HS 
Classification. This classification, however, is indicative only and is in no way binding 
on the scope of the present investigation. 

5. Procedure: 

(i) This review will be covered by the provisions of Rule 23 and other relevant 
provisions of the Rules supra. The investigation in this review will determine 
whether the continued imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping, 
whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were 
removed or varied, or both. 

(ii) The review will cover all aspects of Notification No. 43/1/2001-DGAD dated 
12 th August, 2002. 

(iii) The period of investigation (POI) for the purpose of the present review will 
be 1 st April 2003 to 31 st March 2004. However, injury analysis shall cover 
the period of three preceding years also in addition to the POI. 

r / 

(iv) The country involved in this investigation is Italy. 

6. Submission of Information : 

■: The exporters in subject country, the Government of the subject country through 
its Embassy in India, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and the 
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domestic industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in the 
form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the- 

The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 
Department of Commerce 
Udvog Bhavan 
New Delhi-110011. 

Fax No : 91-11-23014418 


Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation in 
the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 

7. Time Limit: 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing should 
be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority 7 at the address mentioned above not later 
than forty days from the date of publication of this review notification. If no information 
is received within the prescribed time limit or the information received is incomplete, the 
Designated Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available on record 
in accordance with the Rules supra. 

8. Inspection of Public File : 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file containing 
non-con fidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. 

In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it 
and make such recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


ABHIJIT SENGUPTA, Designated Authority 
) 


Primed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-!!0054. 


